
z . F I j- E D#
.+

. , 'r

OCTOBER 198 7

y k kv ïz . r :: rt N* ---. %.J rl M- w ')- ç: $,4 ('A > :-: (*'.'N e ak
- .- ..1 t.. f w*) t 'N. w- w . w' .r! .?

0 F $' 1 i:- () 1 Czlk E X kfkkz f )'j' C f 4. o' -
- . rw ef

. ,
. '

. 
. 

jjjlry. jj;:. jj:i yj::,----.. j/-sk . -j;-- lj '-hpjjfr !jkV- - . '
. . - - - ... ... .- u .t u, : k. 4G rè-  '

0c1oB ER 2 
...,1 1 9 8 7

1$?t ,IQI.PRE' '*f ZT /,7: BC/p , .' 

$-1. A., ,1 /.7 r), 1:,.A L E'uXJ.#f j).$ it.STATE 0F NEW JERSEY
DEPARTIIEIW  0F I,AW & PUBLIC SAFETY
DIVISION 0F COIISIJMER AFFAIRS
BOARD 0F MEDICAI, EXAMINERS

Il# THE IG TTER OF THE SUSPENSION
OR REVOCATION OF THE LICENSE OF

BENJAMIN CALA,
LICENSE //1842

Administrative Action

FINAL ORDER

TO PPG CTICE CHIROPRACTIC IN THE
STATE OF NEW JERSEY

This matter was brought before the New Jersey Stat
e

Board of Medical Examiners by way of complaint filed N
ovember

1986, by the Attorney General of New Jersey
, Joan D. Gelber,

Deputy Attorney General appearing
. The complaint alleged that

Dr. Cala had been convicted following a plea of guilt
y to acting

in concert with others and obtaining by fraudul
ent means a diploma

purporting authorize the practice of a profession
, to wit

degree of doctor of medicine in violation of Ne
w York State Law

(Title 8, Article 130, Subarticle Settion 6512
, (1) the

Educational Law of the State New Yorlc)
. The convictfon was

said to constitute conviction of a crime of moral turpitude or

a crime relating adversely to the practice of a profession and

said conduct was said to demonstrate a failure th
e continuing

requirement good moral character
. Dr. was charged in

Count 11 of the complaint with having obtained and 
notarized

as accurate transcript of the Universidad del Noreste although

he never attended the University and knew that the transcript

was a forgery. He was further charged with having obtained

notarized as accurate a transcript of the Universidad N
ueva Leon

having never attended the University and knowing that the transcript



was a forgery. Respondent was also charged with having obtained

letter purporting to show completion of clinical rotations b
y

himself at the Terrace Heights llospital in Hollis
, New York which

were never completed and which letter was alleged to be a forgery

known to Dr. Cala. Finally Count 11 alleged that Dr
. Cala submitted

false application to the ECFMG (Educational Commission for Foreign

Medical Graduates) in which it was represented that Dr
. Cala had

attended CETEC Medical School in the Dominican Republic between

January 1978 and December 1981 when fact he had never attended

CETEC. The conduct in Count 11 was said to constitute misre
presenta-

tion and deception and the failure of the requirement of good moral

character imposed on every Medical Board licensee in violation of

N.J.S.A. 45:l-21(b) and on licensed chiropractor by N
.J.S.A.

45:9-41.5.

Defendant filed an answer on November 1986 in which he

admitted in part and denied in part the allegations of the complaint.

A hearing in this matter was conducted by the Board on

August 12, 1987 and continued on September 1987
. At the hearing

conducted on August 12, respondent, represented by Alex 800th , Esq.,

made two preliminary motions prior presentation the State's

case. First he moved for dismissal of a11 charge s that related to

conviction crime as he contended that since Dr
. Cala reeeived

a conditional discharge at the end of twelve months following

his conviction , no record a criminal conviction existed in the

State of Xew sfork . Respondent's second motion was to refer

entire matter to the Office of Adrninistrative Law the Board i
ntended

to proceed based on the underlying acts outside of the conviction .
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Dpon cross-examination Investigator Sheerin admitted

that Dr. Cala had indicated he had sent back the CETEC di
ploma

to Pedro de Mesones telling llr . Sheerin that it was worthless so

he sent it back. He also indicated that the investigation of

CETEC began approximately two years after Dr
. Cala sent back

his diploma to Pedro de Mesones and that Dr
. Cala aslced the

investigator whether he might be able to get back the mo
ney

he had paid to de Mesones. Investigator Sheerin admitted

that P-3, a copy of the Nueva Leon transcript that was id
entified

for the record not appear to have Dr
. Cala's signature on

although Investigator Sheerin had testified that he saw Dr
. Cala's

signature on it somewhere and that Dr
. Cala had said that he

had it signed and notarized . He explained that he felt the

document identified for the record was a xerox copy that did not

show the signature .

On behalf of Dr. Cala the following documents were entered

into evidence :

Photocopy of conditions attached to certificate
conditional discharge issued to B

. Cala.

Check drawn to S. Langerquist $3,000 dated 11/9/81.

Check drawn to Universidad De1 Bravo the amount of $50d
ated 7/11/81

Check drawn to S. Langerquist in amount of $1,000 dated 7/23/81

Check drawn to Universidad CETEC in amount $100 dated
7/23/81

R-4

R-5

Dr. Cala also presented his case. He claimed that he

was the victim of Pedro de Mesones who was a con man
, that he

believed that CETEC was a legitimate school
, that de Mesones

was a legitimate representative of CETEC acting as a recruiter

and that he was starting on a legitimate program to obtain 
a

medical diploma. However, when he was handed a diploma tube



he knew the entire scheme was sham and he returned the diploma
.

Dr. Cala testified explaining that each of the checks submitted as

exhibits (R-2, R-3, R-4, R-5) represented a ffnder's fee
, tuition ,

and other monies to process his application to CETEC
. lle claimed

that he met Pedro de Mesones at the Waldorf Astoria in a hotel

room , that on at least one occasion de Mesones was a robe and

that a woman ran to the bathroom when Dr
. Cala

came to the door. However, Cala was adm itted to the room by

de Mesones who took his cheèks
. He further testified that he

signed the checks in blank on the bottom and allowed de Hesones

in the amount and that he similarly signed in blank many

other documents presented to him by de Mesones
. 11e then identified

his signature on the transcript from Universidad de1 Noreste but

indicated he had nothing do with getting the notary and that

he did not recall signing any document that appeared to be a

transcript. He stated that during their third meeting
, de Mesones

gave him a cylindrical tube in the lobby of the hotel
, but that

Cala did not look at it for two weeks
, and when he realized

was a diploma he knew that this was a scam and he mailed the

diploma back . He explained a letter marked P- 8 for identification

that he sent back with the diploma indicating that he was sending

it back because he could not pay the entire fee demanded by de

Flesones as being meant reassure de Mesones that he had something

on Cala and Cala woutd not do anything to him . Cala elaiaed he was afraid

of de Mesones who he was told had threatened his partner 's family.

He also intended the letter to show de Mesones he wanted no part

Of the diploma. He clàimed the ECFMG applications (P-7A and Pv7B

in evidence) were signed by him but that de llesones had



filled in the information on P-7A regarding the medical school he

had attended and the date of his diploma
, unbeknownst to Dr . Cala .

That information was not filled in on the second application

which was also identified as signed by Dr . Cala. He explained that

he took the ECFMG examination on two occasions although he had not

attended any classes at any medical school beeause he believed that

Just as in chiropractic school you could take examinations prior

to the end of school and because he believed his chiropractic

credentials would give hfm two years of credit toward medical

school stating that chiropractic education is the same as medical

education . lle therefore explained his taking of the second ECD IG

examination after the time he returned the CETEC diploma to

de Mesones.

He further testified that he does not remember Investigator

Sheerin showing him any documents whatsoever and that at the time

Investigator Sheerin's visit he was 1ed to believe he was

investigating Pedro de Mesones not Dr
. Cala.

At the hearing on September 9
, 1987, the Board again

considered the issue of whether respondent's sentence of

conditional discharge precluded consideration of his conviction

crime. The State had filed a brief on this issue and there

was some discussion regarding whether respondent had received

copy of that brief prior to the date of hearing
. In any

event, the Board finds that on the face of the New York Penal Law
,

Sections 65.05 and 65.10 indicate that conditional discharge

is simply a type of sentence and nothing has been presented

to this Board indicating that a conditional discharge expunges

the record or in any way precludes this Board from considering



crime.*

The Board therefore denied respondent's motion to preclude

consideration of the New York conviction
.

accepted into evidence the documents

only for identification, that is
, P-1 (indictment

1203/86); P-5 (miscellaneous certificate re
: conviction 1203/86)

and P-6 (transcript of plea and sentence 1203/86)
. The Board also

accepted into evidence P-7A and P-7B
# Cala 's original

applications to ECFMG , as substitutes for the previously admitted

copies, and new exhibits as follows:

P-1l Affidavit

P-12 Report of the score of Benjamin Cala
, D.C., on the 1/30/82ECFMG

P-l3 Report of the score of Benjamin Cala
, D.C., on the 7/21/82ECFMG examinati

on

of Ronda Lustman , Assistant Attorney General

previously marked

The Board thereafter

relating to the conviction

At the conclusion of closing

in Executive Session

arguments by counsel the Board

deliberated and determined as follows:

respondent's conviction of a

DISCUSSION

The Board believes its decision in this matter is well

supported based upon Cala 's conviction alone
. We note the

admission by Dr . Cala contained on page 4 of the plea transcript
(P-6 in evidence):

THE COURT: It is charged that you acting in 
con-cert with others in the County of New York and

elsewhere on or about and between June 19
, 1981

*We note that there was some discussion 
regarding whether respondenthad pleaded guilty to a Class E felony or a Cl

ass A misdemeanor asindicated i
n the plea transcript under New York law

. The Board notesthat in an
y event a Class A misderfanot is punishable by incarceratio

nof up to one year under New York law
. (See P-6 for identification

,pages 3-4) and that any crime punishable by imprisonment in 
excessof six months is defined as a crime for New Jersey purposes (SeeN

.J.S.A. 2C:1-4).
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and December, 1981, being a person not
authorized to practice medicine did file

,furnish, obtain and attempt to file
, furnishand obtain by fraudulent means a diploma

purporting to authorize the practice of a profession,to wit
, a diploma from a technical university

awarding the degree of Doctor of Medicine
. Doyou understand that charge?

MR. CALA: YES .

THE COURT: Is it true?
MR . CALA : YES .

THE COURT: How do you plead to the cha
rge?MR

. CALA: Guilty.

That admission C
ala ls participation

in a crime

credentials, which certainly relates

his profession, that is, chiropractic.

adversely to the practice of

However, the Board also

finds that as to the

obtaining of fraudulent

balance of the allegations regarding Dr. Cala's

medical credentials, his testimony to the

Board was not credible . He would have us believe that he thought

a1l along he was legitimately enrolling in medical school. Yet he
met with de Mesones in a hotel room in New York City after seeing

a newspaper ad ind paid him a finder's fee of $1
,000. De Mesones

answered the hotel room door on at least on
e occasion in a bath-

robe and allowed Cala to enter and leave checks and sign papers

despite the fact that a woman ran past Cal
a into the ladies room

and Cala believed he had just caught ''somebody in l e proc
e ss

of making love.'' Cala signed numerous docu
ments in blank including

the checks, allowing De Mesones to them in later, and Cala

has identified his signature on a transcript C
ala received a

cylindrical tube with documents it (the fraudulent CETEC di
ploma)

involving fraud and attempting to obtain false medical

standing alone evidences Dr
.

9



meeting with De Ilesones and was told to look at it

Cala
but

diploma with a letter that said he

he owed for it .

he did not know that de Mesones

Cala signed one ECF)IG

couldn 't pay additional mone;

application and claims

filled in the false

graduated from yet he

information
signed andregarding the Medical School he

submitted

necessary for a11

second ECFMO application that clearl
y states

new applicants to fill in the informatio
n regarding

dates of attendance at medical 
school

degree was conferred
.

the diploma and admits he

He took the ECFIIG twice 
.

and the date the raedical

He had returned

knew de Mesones had

examination on the

involved him in

a scam, yet he took the

never attended medical school and never

for a clerkship program
.

second occasion having

setting foot in any hospital

claims he did not loolc at it for two weeks. returned the

during his last

The Board finds Dr
. Cala's contention that he thought a11

legitirnate medical school Program

to bè
at some point,

whether at the outset at l
ater time, he had to know the scheme

was a sham . He did later return the diploma: whether because he

could not afford to complete the deal 
or because he had a change

of heart about participating in th
e sham . These findings are

supported by Investigator Sheerin 's testi
mony that Dr. Cala

admitted to him during an inter
view in 1982 that he paid de Mesones

$4,000, received documents from de Mesones during their second
meeting including the Noreste transcript

, the Nueva Leon transcript
and the Terrace Heights clerkshfp l

etter and that he had a meeting

with de Mesones to pick up the diplom
a, was quoted a price of $10,000

's
and still owed him some money

. We do not find the investigator

credibility significantly disturbed b
y his recollection that the

incredible and finds it much mor
e credible that

along that he was enrolling in



Nueva Leon transcript was signed and not
arized, yet the copy in

evidence has no visible signature
.

Based upon the evidence before us
, and our findings

on credibility , the Board makes the follo
wing findings:

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Board finds as fact each

exception of Paragraph 6,

the Complaint

Count 11 which indicates that

allegation

with the

respondent accepted a transcript from Univ
ersidad Nueva Leon which

was a forgery and had notarized
. We make this change because

there is no visible signature on the 
copy the

Nueva Leon transcript and respondent h
as denied having notarized

.

(79l#çJ,U7IO:S 9J,* LhJ7

respondent, having been convicted

an attempt to fraudulently obtain a diploma authorizing the

practice of a profession has been convicted of a crime involving

in this state is equfvalent to a crime of moral turpitude
.

addition , in the circumstances of thi
s case the Board finds that

such a crime
, involving the fraudulent obtaining of an academic

credential to practice medicine adversely relates the practice of

chiropractic, the profession for whieh Dr
. Cala licensed in this

State. Therefore
, Cala is found have violated N

.J.S.A .
45:1-21(f). The Board also finds that his conduct demonstrates
failure of the continuing requirement 

good moral character

violation of IL J .S,A. 45:9-41.5.

fraud which

Respondent's receipt of the forged transcri
pts , clinical

clerkship completion letter and completi
on of ECD IG applications

a11 evidence a lack of the continuing r
equfrenent of good moral

character in violation of IL J
.S.A. 45:1-21(b) and N,J.S.A. /#5:9-41.5 .

The Board concludes that



constitutes
misrepresentation and deception and a fail

u re

requirement

45 : 1- 2 1 (b ) and N . J .
. S .A . 4.5 : 9 - lb 1 . 5 .

IT IS therefore on this

ORDERED:

of the continuing

good moral character in violation of N
.J.S.A .

'! ..

.. . .g #'s#(j, a y o 6
...( y . ;/ /' z.v ,y,a Svy ' y g 8 yVz ' #

documents the ECFM G

respondent Benj amin Cala, D. C.,

State of New

years.

to practice chiropractfc in the J
ersey be and hereby

suspended for

that

period of two The first four month
s

the remainder shall besuspension shall be active and

stayed and become a period of probation
. The active period of

suspension shall begin 2 weeks after the fili
ng of the within Order

.

Respondent is assessed a monetary pen
alty of $5,000

representing $2,500 per count for which he was found guilty. He
is also assessed costs

.

That the license of

His submission false

Respondent shall perform 300 hours of 
community

service of a non-chiropractfc nature prio
r to the end of his

probationary period.

Respondent shall conply with a11 parts of the Board's

directivets) applicable to discipline of licens
ees attached hereto .

TllIS ORDER IS EFFECTIVE TUO WEEKS AFTER FILING WITH 
THE

BOARD OF IV DICAL EXM IINERS
.

NEW JERSEY STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL EXAMINERS

r--hà
' 

y
'/z.z . ,z'7 -,f. z-zz>z 'By : Wvwv-/, .

' ran J. alta , Presi ent
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FUTURE AC7lVlT1qî QF MCDICAL BQYM; L
.!Q.iN$$C bV.HQ 6AS BEEN DSSC;PS.INE;

a) A practltloner whose

wlthout Vrejudlce ha: b een acFepted by the Board:

:) shall uesist and ref raln f rom the p?a ctlc: of the ll
censed prof esslon ln any form elther as

rincipal Qr employee D1 another.P

2) shall not occupy. Share or use off lqe space l
n whlch anither licensee practlces the

prof ession.

)) Shal! destst and refrain f rom

ltcense is suspended or revoked or Wh
ose surfenöer of llcense wlth of

ractice or Its application, or any advlce wlts relatjon tyereto; or f?
S'Vl''9 20 OPXCOR d' $0 the

p

Otzt t: the public as belng Jntitleu to practlce t:e professlon nv In
D'D b6lZX2 bO S*lf OC beoell

Rractlcfng professlonal or assumlngj uslng o? auvertlsloo ) L ' ''''.I.YOZ WRY dS'UMlng to be a
Yngua Qe or in such a manner as to convey to the publfc tle'-jm' *p:'*essl'** 'b*O'P 'R ZZZ O1b*'
legal practjljoner or authorlzed to practlce the llcensed professlon

. 

'CC 'bzt SQCh Person ls a

4) slaall not use any slgn or advertlse tsat sucu 
person, eltser alone ot wjth any othet peaon

,has, owns, conducts o? maintalns a profe
sslonap orflce or offjce of any kjnd j

or t:e pa ctjce oft:a profession o; tpjat sac)a person js entjtfed t
o practjce and sut: person shall p

romptyremcve any slgn îndicatjng abllity to practjce the professlon 
'

s), ssall cease to use any stationery whereon s
uch person';'

ractlce. lf the pfactltjoner was Iormerly authorlzed to jssu: 
YYCIO YPROYCS 2S a Prefessional ln

p
wrltten prescrjptions ol medlcailon

prpfesslonal sewlces
p

f um ishlng

o r t re a t me n t , such

was suspendedy the

prescrsptlons shall be

prescriptlons shall b e stored ln a
destroyed lf the lleense was fev

oked; lf the llcense
secure Iocatlon to ptevent theft

Board O rderauthorizlng use by the practltloner
.

of, trahsfered. o? safeguarded.

slmlla:y,medications

E) Shall

pra ctltioner's care

phossessed f0r öf (lce use shajl be

ptomptly notlly by tejephone o?
îawfully dlsposed

mall a1l patlents who have been 
undef such

further professlonal
w ithln theprecedlng slx months

of h!s Inablllty t; provlde
services and shall advise said patlehts to seek h

eajth care sew jces elsewhere
. when a newprofessional ls selected sy a pat,e- t .

ti,e djsclplioed practltlzner ssa,, promptly dejver tsen ,

exfstlng medlcal record to tse new piofessional o: to lse patient t: 
oo n:w professlonaj Isselected s

y tse patient wltsout wapving aoy rlgj
:

'

, t to compenn tlon earned for prl
o, s,w jcesuwfuliy rendered

.

use whateve? untll Issuance of a

7) Shall not share ln

lr any

any fee for
yyuyjam  ay yy asy otjj ay ayoyayyjosa;

y

f o llowing this suspension, revoca tion ir surrender of j)c ense b
ut the pra ctltjoner may b e

cocpeasa ted for fhe reasonabje vajue if the 
sew jces ja wfully

iRo Urred Dn the patlent 's b ehajf nelex. l x zu- - ., 

e rccdcrf d 2 Ri dlsbursements
# re f 6 W I ( tp' j J-I e e g !' C c t j k' p rj o 4 a a j. *surrender. - - u''*'< ui tbe suspenslon: tevocation o;

professlonal sew lces

8) Stkajl promptly deliver to the Doard th
e orlginal Iicense and current biennial 

registration and,thoriz ed te prescrib e drugs
, the culrent and Federai Controlleö Danperousa u

Substa nc el reg iF7l rations.



N) A gra c titloner whese llcense ts surrende
re d, revok ed# or a cllvely sucpended f Qr nnq yea

r orm o re :

promptly require the publlshers of any prnf
esslonal

appears, to remove any llstlng jndj
ca tjng t:a t t,e p,a ctjtjonerIs a jic ensee of the New Jemey State Board o' f M

edjcal Examjners jn good standzg.2) Sha 11 promptjy requl
re any and aII tejephone cimpanjes to 

remove tNe pyactjtjoneys jjstjng joany tejeph
ône djrectol jndjcatjng that such pra cjjtj

oner js a pracjjejng pajessjoaaj
c) j//jth respect to alf aoard llcensees wh

ose practjce prjvjjegej aye aff ected b
y sectlgos (a) ov(:) above, such pra ctjtjoaer: f

1) SNa 11 withln

surrender Qf li*ense# flle with the Secret
al of the goafd of Medlcal E

xamlnea a detalledafflöavlt speclfylng by coreltlvel
y letteted and numbered pa

ragraphs how such person ha*fully complied w1th thl
s dlrectlve. The affidavlt shall 

also set fodh the resïdent: 
or otheraduress and telephone number to whl

ch tommunlcatlon: may be dj
rected tp surh pelon; anychanqe in the resid

ence address or telephone numbe
r shall be promptly repeded to theS e c re ta 7 .

30 days after the eff ectivedate of the practltlone/'sSuspensl
on, rev&tatlon ot

ltcensee's namelist in whlch such dlrectory and any other profe
sslonal

1) Shall
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t ( 20 l ) a 6 6- l 11 6 jtîl Attorney for Benjami
n Cala, D.C. 1( 12 

(y
.

pl k 
iè # 
1tj STATE OF NEW JERS

EY jL 
.

i DEPARTMENT OF LAW & PUBLIC SAFETY jftJ 
DIVISION OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS $àl 

t)) BOARD OF MEDICAL EXAMINERS 
#tè 
igp 
(il f 
lg 1 
pj . . . . 
j

t) IN THE MATTER OF THE SUSPENSION OR 
: 

k
t
j! REVOCATION OF THE LICENSE OF THE 

: t!) LICENSE OF 
: i

j
#) 

t(( : ADMINISTRATIVE AcTlox
RxawMlx CALA, o -c. z jl t Bàl slcsxsE xo

. 1842 : Ifl 
,)) : ANSWER 
t) TO PRACTICE CHIROPRACTIC IN THE : !ft 
)( STATE OF NEW JERSEY : 
j)? 

: jii 
ili 
)i) 
(it 
!1/ Dr Benjamin cala

, having his chiropractic practice at 879 !$) .1
) 

@pj 
$) Bergen Avenue, Jersey City, NJ 07306, by way of answer to itl 
jté 
Ijl complaint says: 
j8i it ')t; 

AS TO COUNT I jli 
i11 
it 1. Defendant admits the allegations of paragraph 1. (1!l

j 
(61 2. Defendant admits the allegations of paragraph 2

. 1
,

lt
(4 9
14 3. Defendant admits the allegati

ons of paragraph 3. l)) !,lt 
!11 4. Defendant admits that he was ch

arged as to paragraph 4. 'j! Ii 
j 

it) 5. Defendant admits that h
e was charged as to paragraph 5

.t. 
( !ii 6

. Defendant admits that he was charged as to paragraph 6. ji1$ 
.

t) 
)11 7. Defendant admits that he was ch

arged as to paragraph 7. j) ) 
Il l 
,9t ; 
1l ! 
ll 
t

l ! 
,

! t-
, d ll j 

li ) 
ll ! 
jsl 't 
-

1!(!,



8. Defendant admits that he

Defendant admits he

was charged as to paragraph

pleaded guilty to the charges stated

in paragraph 9 but under mitigating circu
mstances and his

sentence was a conditional discharge
.

Defendant denies the conviction crime of moral

turpitude nor warrants disciplinary action
.

AS TO COUNT 11

1. Defendant denies allegations of paragraph

paragraph but he

denies any responsibility for the obtaining th
e document.

Defendant denies allegations of paragraph

4. Defendant denies allegations of parag
raph 4.

Defendant admits allegations of paragraph 5 b
ut denies

any responsibility for the obtaining the docu
ment .

6. Defendant denies allegations of paragraph

Defendant denies allegations of paragraph

8. Defendant admits allegations in paragr
aph 8 but denies

responsibility for obtaining the document
.

allegations in paragraph

l0. Defendant admits allegations in paragr
aph 10 but denies

responsibility for any misrepresentation in the application.

Defendant admits allegations paragraph b
ut denies

responsibility for the false representation
.

Defendant denies

Defendant admits allegations



12. Defendant admits allegation
s in paragraph 12 but denies

for any false and fraudulent misrepresentation .

Defendant denies allegations in p
aragraph l3.

WHEREFORE, defendant demands judgment dismissi
ng counts

2 of this complaint
.

BROWNSTEIN , BOOTH , BARRY & DIAZ

/ - .
V/ -.. -.

BY: /R --
HOWARD BROWNSTEIN

certify that the within Answer w
as filed within the time

of Court.

November 5, 1986


